Nestlé Corrections (in blue) on Table from Ross Products Division of Abbott Laboratories’ Comment to the Docket dated 2/7/06

Table 1. Factors Affecting Interpretation of Data* Submitted in Su

pport of Nestlé's Proposed Qualified Health Claim {June, 2005)

Confirmation of
allergic symptoms

Not peer Not double- Additional diet Envirenmental by controlled
Study reviewed blinded Methods Score' intervention® Control/advice challenge®
Baumgartner{1998) X 4 5.6 7
Meta-analysis Peer-reviewed X B X Ne
X
: X
= I3
Chan:(2002) —g—mvgﬁﬁ dz:;ors Exclusive formula 4 mo No
X
BF with maternal No
Chan-Yeung et al restrictions encouraged
(2000); Becker et al up to 4mo; no solids X iSutailiss
- - . confirmatory tests
(2004) until 6 mo; no cow'’s e
milk, seafoood, peanuts Were used)
in 15 yr
X No®
: . Exclusive formula 6 mo;
Ghandia L1965 1981, 2 introduction of solid Yos, but only
1997) foodls i Barticilar mentioned in 1997
p —t
order publication
A X
De Seta et al (1994) No; :I;?:a:?ieoi in 0 Exclusive formula 6 mo No
X
Exl et al (1998, 2000) X - BF encouraged; No
exclusive formula 4 mo
X X X No
g pp : ;
Marini et al (1996) Sy e;iTe?rqcthf Investigators 2 BF encouraged; X o ff?;;f;f;:ests
peelrrev d blinded exclusive formula 5 mo
publication s were used)
Osbornand-Sinn
(2003) X x 4 X No”

Meta-analysis

*The Ross table omits many of the studies submitted in support of Nestlé’s proposed Qualified Health Claim, all of which were included in Appendices

C-ll and C-lll of the Summary—-Scientific Data section of the June, 2005 petition.




Table 1 (cont'd)

Confirmation of
allergic symptoms
Not peer Additional diet Environmental by controlled
Study reviewed Not double-blinded Methods Score’ intervention Control/advice challenge®
: ;] Excluded-no
Schmidt et al (1995) X X s o X No
X X No
Tzaletal (1291) Notspeciijec i ) ef;:;fv??o:?rre;a conﬁ?r::;gff;ests
publication 6mo were used)
X Unknewn '
Vandenplas et al 4 Exclusive formula Yes, but method
(1992, 1995) 4 mo followed by not fully
grated apple described
BF enc;(uraqed' Ne™
Von Berg et al (2003) - fio sblide Untte Yes, in specific
cases
mo —
X Excluded-included X
Willems et al (1993) Not specified in infants without Exclusive formula No
publication family history 3 mo

As evaluated and reported by Schoetzau et al (2001) with a range of scores from 0-7 (higher scores better). Randomization, double-blinding, description of dropouts, and
descnptmn of non-compliance assessed.

Includes delay of solid food introduction, avoidance of food allergens, recommendations for exclusive breastfeeding, andfor pregnancy/lactation diet restrictions.

As evaluated and reported by Muraro et al (2004).

Meta -analysis included studies that were not double-blind.

°(-) Not evaluated by the authors.

*Meta- -analysis included studies reviewed and excluded by Scheetzau et al (2001) or with Method Scores <4,
Meta -analysis not evaluated by Muraro et al (2004) but included studies that had not confirmation of allergic symptoms by controlled challenge.
®Serious questions regarding the scientific validity of this study have been raised (Canadian Broadcasting Corporation, 20060. No immunoclogic or food challenge

confirmation mentioned until 1997 paper; no explanation for why these important data were not presented with the original results.
E'F":am:.-nts selected their infant's feeding group. ‘

""Method not described (i.e., blinding, placebo}.

'Controlled ellmlnahon!’challenge procedures only performed in cases of suspected food allergy with gastrointestinal manifestations.



